Crowne & Marlowe, I960) as a measure of defensiveness, where high MC-SDS scores are seen as an indication of defensiveness, and low MC-SDS scores are seen as an indication of nondefen siveness*
The precedent for considering the MC-SDS as a measure of defensiveness was not set by Schill and his associates.
Although the MC-SDS was conceptualized by its authors as a measure of the "need for social approval," it was concluded that the MC-SDS is also a measure of defensive capability (Crowne & Marlowe, 1964) . In this regard, the instrument is seen as possessing "lie scale properties" and may be considered "an index of the tendency to deny personal traits that, although moderately undesirable, are possessed by virtually everyone* and to accept traits that are highly desirable, but possessed by virtually no one" (Kogan & Wallach, 1964, p. 23) . Strickland and Crowne (1963) have found support for this conceptualization as have Kogan and j Wallach (1964) who used the measure as a defensiveness index ' in relation to risk taking behavior.
In using the MC-SDS in conjunction with the R-S scale, four distinct groups may be designated? low MC-SDS, low R-S (nondefensive repressors)? high MC-SDS, low R-S (defensive repressors)? high MC-SDS, high R-S (defensive sensitizers)? low MC-SDS, high R-S (nondefensive sensitizers). Although these four groups are logical pairings of the two personality dimensions, Schill places greatest emphasis on the repression category, suggesting that the sensitizer's propensity to be completely open is inconsistent with defensiveness* Millimet's (1970) theoretical view of the repressionsensitization dimension is inconsistent with Schill*s position that both approach and avoidance defenses may be found among repressors* In the development of the Manifest Anxiety-Defensiveness (MAD) scale (Millimet, 1970) , a scale shown to be highly correlated with the Byrne -(1961) R-S scale (r = *97 for males; r = *9^ for females ; Millimet & Cohen, in press ), Millimet concluded that low scorers are characterized by low anxiety and successful or high avoidance defenses, and high scorers are characterized by high anxiety and unsuccessful or low avoidance defenses* This conclusion is inconsistent with Schill*s position which proposes that a significant portion of repressors may be described as nondefensive. This is consistent with the notion that R-S scales are generally derived from the Minnesota Multiphasic Personality Inventory (MMPI) and, as a rule, define the first-factor of the MMPI (Millimet, 1970) , while the MC-SDS has low and non significant correlations with first factor-related scales and seems to load on a factor other than the first (Wiggins, 1 9 6 8 ; Millimet, 1970) . The present study is designed to examine further the psychometric relationships between these two scales in an attempt to reconcile the theoretical incon sistencies between Millimet and Schill. With this problem in mind, it seems necessary to consider a major criticism of paper and pencil measures of personality. Jackson and Messick (195&) correctly point out that prediction from one test to another is limited because of the structural similarities found in paper and pencil measures of personality. Because of these commonalities, the correlation between such measures may be spuriously high. The present study attempted to handle this psycho metric problem by using a multiple role playing procedure.
Ss with differing personality characteristics based on responding to the MAD scale and MC-SDS, were asked to respond on the criterion measures not only for their personal self, but for the self of two fictitious individuals.
The fictitious self considered in the present study is described with adjectives found to discriminate between repressors and sensitizers as these groups tend to view themselves (Millimet, 1972) . Each adjective is written in the sensitization direction and thus provides a picture of how a sensitizer describes himself (see Appendix 1). The aggregate list of adjectives has been found to correlate highly with the MAD scale (r = .93# corrected for attenuation due to unreliability; Millimet & Cohen, in press ). In light of these findings, it may be seen that a sensitizer who accepts the role of the fictitious individual is responding for a person who possesses personality character istics nearly identical to his own. A similar consideration for attenuation due to unreliability), it was decided that the Lie scale be used in the present study as a second criterion measure.
In summary, the major concern of the present research deals with the theoretical differences between Millimet and A true-false item endorsement format was maintained for each item. Ss were given a transcript reflecting the personality characteristics of a fictitious individual and the following instruction:
The following adjectives or short adjective phrases are descriptive statements consistent with the per sonality of a fictitious individual. Read these descriptions carefully and try to form a picture of the person who would describe himself in this manner.
Ss were instructed to respond to the self-report questionnaire as the fictitious individual might respond to it. Ss were instructed to respond a third time for the opposite of the fictitious person, forming a picture from the description I already held by Ss. On completion of the task, the answer sheets, self-report questionnaire, and transcript of adjectives were collected. All Ss experienced personal self, fictitious sensitizer and fictitious repressor in the same order, as opposed to a counterbalanced design. It was felt that if Ss were exposed to the fictitious in dividuals prior to responding for personal self, it would bias personal self responding which was the major consideration in the study. Therefore, it seemed necessary to expose all Ss to personal self prior to the fictitious individuals.
Results
The research strategy of the present study was to use the MAD scale in conjunction with the MC-SDS to generate four distinct groups; low MC-SDS, low R-S ( Table 1 , Appendix 2), as the dependent variable (see Table 2 , Appendix 3), while the second 2 x 2 x 3 factorial analysis considered the Lie scale scores (means & standard deviations presented in Table 3 * Appendix h) as the dependent variable (see Table ^ However, no differences were found between these two groups on the Lie scale (F <c 1)..
It will be remembered that Ss were not only asked to respond for their personal self but also for two fictitious individuals described as being consistent with the personality characteristics of repressors and sensitizers. The results
showed that while repressors differed significantly from sensitizers on the personal self level, both personality groups viewed the fictitious sensitizer to be equally high on the Willoughby, and the fictitious repressor to be equally low on the Willoughby ( F < 1 in both cases). A Tukey A test (Winer, 1962) With the MC-SDS and various indices of psychopathology significantly correlated, it seems the MC-SDS is not indepen dent of psychopathology after all. Furthermore, Crowne and Marlowe (1964, p. 204) suggest "that high MC-SDS scorers are more 'normal' with regard to a traditional view of maladjustment, indicating that maladjustment is associated with personal dissatisfaction, self rejection, acknowledg ment of .uncommon symptoms and inappropriate social behavior."
In this regard, the relationship between the R-S dimension and personal adjustment is well established (Byrne, Golightly, & Sheffield, 1965; Millimet, 1970 Millimet, , 1972 Millimet & Cohen, in press; Schwartz, Krupp, & Byrne, 1971; Thelen, 1969; Tempone & Lamb, 1967 
